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| o " ABSTRACT | o,
A study‘ of the 1mpact of PL 94-142 spending in SpuihﬂDakota was“

condhcted dur1ng the f1rst half of 1980 "The ‘study focused on f1nanc1a1 and
/’programmat1c factors and addressed the f0110w1 g pu;pdses analyzing the

port1ng system for and fhe expandi tures gf PL 94 142 funds, and

forma11z1ng the relat1onsh1p between these expeﬁd1tures and the serv1ce
.needs contatned on Ind1v1dua1 Educat1on Plans . {1EP" s) .
} A random sample of eight South- Dekota school d1str1cts was se1ected
‘ A1T districts wene from towns which ranged 1n size from 3000 to 150 000

inhabitants. Data was collected from state and local documents and\from an

Anterview with the personne1 1n the schools , ' .
The financial phase of the study resulted in the following f1nd1ngs

the 'reportjng system should be ‘changed to collectr more deta1]ed

1nformat1on; sunplént1ng,;appeé;ed to be taking plete in several sqhool‘

districts;. and ;most“ PL 94-142 monfes RaVe been spent for salardes and

fringe benefits for the instructional program. | v

 The programmat1c phase of / the study resu]ted in ihe following

findings: PL 94-142 funds were ' being . spent on implementation of full

o ) /
services for handicapped children, ch11d 1dent1f1cat1on. and development -

5
qnds 1mp\ementat1on "of IEP's; spécial education staff'and students have
1ncreased with the staff/student ratio ‘remaining constant; PL 94 142 monies

A .
were being used to prov(de serV‘Ices specified on st’udent IEP S5 and \host

) \ .
IEP's werg not written 1n a manner that complies w1th federal gu1de11nes.

" This. study could serve as a p1lot study fqr ‘further 1nvest1gat1on
which Might result dn the eventual developﬁbnt of a_formal track1ng system

- fOr financial and programmat1c aSpects of 411 spec!al educat1on programs . 1n

e}

South Dakota. J,fl ' DR

s .k

h-. . B

)

o
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¢ .. AN IMPACT STUDY OF PL 94-142 o
. SPENDING IN SOUTH DAKOTA -~ =
. o . _—_— IN"""! ~ : | VAR
INTRODUCTION, . * ~ * . | /,.' :

- | .
. : ' . A ! -
The Education for Aii Handicapped Children Act (Public Law 94- 142) was

: stgned into 1aw in November of 1975,. and was designed to ensure services/}o |

et the needs of a1 handicapped children, ages 3-21."To fmplement PL ’__

94-142. federai monies were and continue to be distributedu(beginning in

1977) to all 50 state education agencies who, in turn, disseminate funds to .

locaT @ducation agencies op a formyla basis. As these funds increase each
year, there 1s a need for a ciear. comprehensive profiie of how PL. 94-142
' money 1s spent. aiong with an anaiysis of whether the’ spending of thfs
money affects the quantity of services to handicapped chiidren

The Educational Research and Service Center (ERSC) in the ;ehooi of

- Education at The University of South Dakota (USD) waglfontacted by the

: Assistant Director of Speciai Education to determine if personnei at- the
~ Schoql of Education would be interested in contracting with the Division of.
Eiementary and Secondary Education (DESE) ‘to provide assistance in
coiiectihg» information about the expenditure and effect "of PL 94 142“
monief The study reported here s the resuit of DESE's request for .
invo]vement and assistance on “the part of the Schooi of Education to
coiiect information concerning the expenditure and’ jmpact qf Pl 94.- 142 ,
funds on services to handitapped students. _ \
+ This - study 1s iimited in that it examined data from.oniy eight pubiic';a

school - districts-. in South Dakota, Furthermore, the_ salected school

,districts were among the largest in the state.izt'cannot be assumed that.;' .

data oollectad , from these -large “schools wou]d be represantative of the

NUM@rous smaii school districts in South Dakota.

A
5




Another 11mitat1on

staff_ var1ed according to sources& Data collected at the state 1eveT was

‘often not. cons1stent .w1th data found 1n' the 1oca1 schools. However,“

d1screpanc1es- we 1nor n and .state \data sources Qwere used when
dfscrepancres became apparent .3', N R '
. ‘._‘ e . SR « “(g ‘5{ ¢ -.N‘L'J “ 2
ORGANIZATION \OF THE STUDY

The rema1nder of th1$ report is organtzed as<f011ows 1U1rsts.the'j

planning sect10n de

[§ ~’ ¢ 4

y
the state?:nt of nee S sect1on explains the origin and nature of-the needs.

Third,

collect1ng and ana1yz1ng the f1nanc1a1 and programmat1c data. Fourth the
f1nd1ngs of the study w111 be presented The final sect1on will summar1ze .

the results and report the conclus1ons and recdmmendat1ons.

. . ' R o > s’ ' R \
" . i \. . / .

- © -+ PLANNING L, \

' : : . o (O

-« o B

~ An -1n1t1a1w meeting was held dn November with representat1ves of'the

Educational Research and Service Center, Section for Spec1a1 Educat1on, and

the Des Mo1nes Reg1ona1

ihtent and scope of the project were d1scussed After an 1n1t1a1 discussion

of the contract, a dec1s1pn was .made by the staff of the Educat1ona1,

Research and'Serv1ce Center to ‘conduct the stydy. A team of spec1a113ts in
school psycho]ogy, evaluat1on..and account1ng worked to shape thé scope and

method "of the proJect. The Director of the Masters of Profess1ona1

‘Account1ng/ program in the Bus1ness Scﬁbol was contacted He 1dent1f1ed and

contacted a graduate studéﬁ% to participate in the proJect. Follow1ng th1s.

1n1t1al planning, the proposal was written.

1s that data on spec1a1 eduoat1on students and

1s the steps involved 1n def1n1ng the needs. Second.j

methodology- sect1on .describes the procedures ut111zed in ‘

Resources Center\attend1ng At th1s meet1ng the'

./
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| STATEMENT OF NEEDS - <. - -

‘ .

*
- &

The study described in this report is the result of a need by the |
Section fon ;§pecial Education for information reiating to Public Ldﬂ (PL) J
f’ 1£h94 142; Presently. school districts indicate annually?how PL 944142 monies .
@, are “used “oil the form Statement of Expenditures by Function by Object
| | (Appendix A). What s not known, and what-DESE is seeking to learn. is

Yo

- preciseqy how- the expenditures have been made and ‘what seraﬁces they have ]

resulted in. Pertinent to - that’ ‘situatton, - this report addresses the

v ’ ' . F

' '. " eventual development of a tracking system which would result from:
T - )

Y

Bhdressing this study to the folloming components R RN

, oo a, analyzing the. reporting system for expenditures of 35 142 monies .
and y ' '
. Y

b. formalizipg the relationship between thee expenditures and the
service needs contained on Irdividual Education Plans (IEPs).

TN

.‘ _._' w

- - ~

“METHODOLOGY _
e S |

‘ The following methodolOgical considerations were addressed in planning

the study: (1) popuﬂatidn and~ sample. (2) instruments. and (3) procgﬁures.

v : 4

A N

- Population and Sample

e _ The target \population for the study was determined by the Office-of
' Special Education. Schood systems in communities ranging in size from 3,000
\ "to 15 000 aeople were.the target population. The reason for studying this |
population wds  that these schools received $1z6able amodnts of PL 94- 142 ~f\‘ o
N funds. Given ~thase parameg:rs 15 school systems were identifieq Becausé
"that number was small id relation to the total number of school districts ,-

in the state, half. or eight. of-the target school districts were sampled.
“The schools which were included in the .Fandom’ é\mple were Douglas k\“




E . (Eiisworth) | Hot.. Springs. Huron, Lake lCentrai; Miibank.:.Spearfish,n‘
o g ,Vermiiiion and watertown Cooperation-from the selected schoof districts
' ,‘was obtained by the Office for Special Education prior‘to contact by
roject staff. Partiai information from one of: the participating schools L
was not‘s avaiiabie when - the data was analyzed and therefore. was not o

inciuded in the report of anaiyses 5nd findings.

Instruments .

: . " - ~
oo . . . . .

Four instruments were utilized 1in. the coiiection of data for the 1-‘

study® (See Appendix A “for a copy of each instrument ) The Data Coiiection ’ ‘¢,

° Sheet and the'anangigi Iracking System Interview Scheduig were deveioped. .

_ to meet the purposes of the study. The Data Collection Sheet collected two -

~  kinds of information from each school district over & six year period. (1)' T Q
numbers\ of, special 9ducation students and staff by handicapping condition,
»

and (2) special: education-and general fund expenditures and revenues. The |

¢
questions designed to obtain information about- the expenditure of PL 94 142.

" Financial Tracking System Interview schedpie was a series of spequic

funds. | - | , ‘. o e

e

Two -existing instruments were appropriate for coiiecting and anaiyzing

information The IEP Evaiuation Checkiist was used py a team of two raters

. to analyze- how cioseiy sampied IEPs from participating school districts -met
the guideiines set forth in PL 94-142. The Statement of Expendituresgbx

fgngtion by 0 Qgg is a yeariy financial reporting form required by the 1

Division “of Eiementary and Secondary ‘Education for reporting PL 94 142

P

-

expenditures : - : '

L
oy L ] / ~
. ¢
~ %

AY T T T



. Procedures

u_The ‘1n1t1ai'step"for~data‘c011ect1on was cerformed when<project staff

v1s1ted the' Qffice of Spec1a1 Education. Information collected'there was _

used toq part1a11y comp1ete the 'Data’ Inf g[mgg on Sheet for each school.

Copies of the Statgment ‘Qf Eggendjturgs by Eyncti gn z ngggt form were

obta1ned for FY 178, " '79, and '80 for each selected school’ d1str1ct.

\F1nanc1a1 and “fotal school™ popu]at1on foformation for each school were

' found in' the Soyth Dakota Eguggt gg] §tgtj§tjg§ Digest for the yearsi

1974- 75 to 1978- 79 Numbers. of spec1a1 education students by category were

1dent1f1ed from ‘a state document of . Qgtegor1zgd Eggg9t1onaljt1es bx

sttn1c§s for{ the years 1974 75 to 1979-80. Spec1a1 educat1on staff. were

)dent1f1ed from information provided 1n the §Qggjg| §ggcat1on3Fag1]1t1es

. brochure for each of the six target years.

A - sample* of 10 spec1a1 educat1on -students from each dfstr1ct was

1dent1f1ed from state SSE1 forms. Students. were selected fromkthree

. ‘ < : ; '~q
hangdicapping. Categor1es: speech.‘ mentally retarded (MR) “ and 1learning
disabled (LD) 87 percent of all hand1capp1ng cond1t10ns fall- 1nto these

three categories.t Based on the project staff's fam111ar1ty with the .
'd1str1but1qn of handicapping cond1t1ons in South Dakota,. the 10 students

from each school d1str1ct were 1dent1f1ed in the” following proport1ons 5
b

“speech, 3 MR and 2 LD. - o : o
Each of the -eight schoo] systems was contacted and an “appointment made -

- for an on-site v1sitat10n A copy of the . most recent Ind1v1dua11zed

Educat1on P1an (IEP) for each of the 10 sampled students was co]Tected. 1f
a psycho1ogica1 evaluation was 1n the cH‘ld 's f11e. a‘fopy of this document

 was also comp11ed Previously co11ected 1nformation on the Datn.ﬂgllegtunl

,ﬁngg;was ver1f1ed by 'local school staff and records,, .

)

N
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[N

. -
Y

'BA v1s1t by all * project staff to the first part1c1pat1ng schoo'lo

district served as a pilot of the data. coIlect1ng procedures. The s1ngle'

mod1ﬁ1cat1on of procedures based on this visit was to request that copies

. ~ANALYSTS OF DATA'

!
4

o \ .. | : g
The discussion of data.will be handled by dealing with-the financial

-

and prqgrammat1c sections separate]y Within each section, data'w11]:be

7

d1scussed Recommendat1ons and conclus1ons for both the. f1nanc1a1 and

'programmat1c parts of the study w111 be presented together in the f1naf
. sect1on of, th1s paper. )

Due to the descr1pt1ve nature of the study, the data was ana]yzed‘

~ . . .- ”\‘

us1ng descr1pt1ve stat1st1ca1 procedures. /

| The analysis of data w1]1 be discussed in t@b parts; (1) the financial
. tracking system }foh PL 94-142 expenditures and (2) the réTat1onsh1p of PL

< 94-142 expenditures and the programmatic aspects of special education. _

" "

F1nanc1a1 Tracking ystem o | .

The purposes of the f1nanc1a1 track1ng study of PL 94-142 funds was to

1dent1fy problems with the yearly report1ng system, determ1né how

supplant1ng could be taking’ place, 1dent1fy how PL 94 142 funds were be1ng

‘expended, and recommend revisions dn the reporting form..
In deterd?:1hg prqp1ems ‘With  the yearly -report1ng system it was -

neces$ary-_to understand . how the ‘schools handled the budget1ﬁg' It also
e : .

required 7that the . personnel respons161e for f1111ng out the reports be

-
asked about the reponfihg systemv Spec1f1c quest1ons “asked were:

-

- 14

of - the IEﬁi‘pnd psychological reparts be made prior to the project team's =
, ] . ) / . _ . )

¢

O




. .. 1. who 1s responsible for. the budget1ng of PL 94-142 funds? =~ o
| o 2,£'when s/ the budget prepared? | R

3, ”Is the money received budgeted for and spent in the same fiscal -
- year or in the follawing fiscal year? ’

4, Are the reports difficult to complete? - |
5. Do you have any suggest1ons regard1ng these forms?

6.§ Nou1d~establish1ng a separate 11ne item for PL 94-142 funds be
. feasible?

L‘Other quest1ons. ta1lored .to, the responses to the above quest1ons were
. asked to obtain 1nformat1on necessary for compar1son. B .
‘ ;. Supplant1ng posstb111t1es were ‘derived f1rst by scanntng‘the yearly |
Statement of Expenditures by Function by Ob§ect forms for unusua1 "

-
expend1tures and ask1ng sch061 personne] to explain them. Second forms

were compared ‘to see 1f a genera] trend 1n spending PL 94- 142 funds Was .

'evident within a d1str1ct Third, 1nformation from the fourth page of- the B
T '; form was” compared_ to increases in staff and students to- veu\fy that new |
pos1t1ons d1d exist as reported Fourth. in a few schools where no
supplant1ng was' suspected “direct questions of how supplant1ng could take .
place Wfre asked. In a11 1nterv1ews it was pointed out that the 1nterest.
was 1in improving the report1ng for the future and not in aud1t1ng prior.,
reports for non~comp11ance of federa] regulat1ons Last. a descript1ve
. o stattst1ca1 analys1s was made ‘of the reported Pl 94-142 expend1tures from - |

1977 78 to the present.
“ Floines . - SN
I. The Reporting System..

‘ Several of the schools- which were surveyed budgeted the PL 94,142 b
////) mon1e&' for the fiscal year in which the funds were expected to be received | 'j.f




< .

\\;\‘; K while others " budgetedqfthe monias for the followinq fiscal year, Aithough
A >
policies differ. changing the spending patterns would create more- problems

Jt fees, no funding ‘fo: some school’for 2 fiscal year) than 1t wouid solve. ’

W o ghe! first three pages . of the annual Statement of Expenditures by,
‘ Function by Object form were fqund to be relatively easy to complete. The

fourth page was- th:pzubject of most recommendations made by the personnel |

' respohsible for complleting them Most of the schools surveyed kept a  °

. detailed list of expenditures that they felt they shauld report. if for no . ¢.~
"\;/ _' other reason than to insupe that they,cdhtinue keeping track ?f these S ‘

v detafls. S | | e 1
~ '/he'idea_ of‘a rseparate Tine item for. IiL 94-_-'142_ met with little ' . N v
resistance. One school considered implementing this idea onvits own as a
. \ mEthodl of internal control mhile others agreed that it wouldjnot'be-:
) difficult‘”to implement. One opposing view to a separate'line item approach
~ was - expressed by a- business‘-manager because all other bddget items are -
reported by functions and objects This functiOnal relationship would be
ruined by having a separate line for PL 94-142 funds. Amount§ received from .

i S " PL 94-142 were only a small proportion of funds spentl-for-special

'\education. . - S b BRI
b b . ) ' , . . . ' A ' .

I1. Combliance veooe o ' N

: "
The main focus of the study in this area dealt:withthe issue of }wfu ‘%‘“ﬁ

i ?
i'gi i ('n ;Jw {‘\ .

, | ~supplanting. While Tooking for ways. in which supplanting could be taki
) place.' several {nstances of possible supplanting were discoveredf Many of

.these’ may have been unintentional and may hgye afisen from*a lack of o -1:‘

\ understanding of what supplanting 1s. Therefore. it is suggested that a: 5FKWg_if'
'more thorough definition of/*supplinting. with related examples. be I
distributed to the personnel in charge of budgeting PL 94 142 funds in each




T A

' K¢
S ' Ty | |
. P school \to try to correct tpis problem. Specific exampijs of supplthang e
: found in schoois were: ’ ' . : \*

Example A - gsw student tuitions were pgfng funded by pL 9¢~142

. \- .

without regard to the previous spending - 1eve1 of, therschool district. 3
N / .
o Schoo] “officials were quick to point out that the’ tuitions were for new . .

students, but whether the district “has « increased tuition payments for

H

» . . . §
. o
s ' \m
. .
. |
B |

| specia1 edqution students is unknown.
. \ | Examp]e B - A teacher preViously working in~;he specia] educatidh .l

department was reclassified as/ to position title. and a’ portion of the .“ i
sa]ary was ( funded by PL™ 94-142. There was no other staff addition to - _/1 |
| replace the prgvious positiom o N 5 ‘, h
Example C - The major portion of a salary was paid for UQ;PL 94- 142 '
\ iunds although 4t seemed the person?had many duties in" add{tion to specia1 - |
‘education. It was in this school that the business manager expressed an /,,;af‘

opinion that anyone could (and they do) supplant and get by W it as\_,

L auditors usually /believe what yoyg tell ~ them when the- amount is.not

. \hat a machine purchased for speci / /

education was being used to the gfpater extent by another‘program outside

of special education. ; ’ | . '-' B " -

rmaterial It was discovered also

S

Examp1e~D'- Two schools had']isted personnel for new programs as be}ng

“ ‘funded by PL 94-142 when the proaams were “In existence be{(y\thei o

)

implementation of PL 94-142, ‘ N L o, T N
Finding specjfdc proof 'of Su 1anting wasznot the'purpose of . this |
" study. ‘but the investigator came -Away with a feeling that suppiahting was '7*,f
¢ ..:‘ taking place in most of the participating schoois. In" the proposed revision. ' .. .
L of ‘the fourth page -of the report. details were included that wouid heip ' ‘~‘"L;
Coe ,*;13 diseover cases of suppianting., This QQgsunot inciuda prior cases where J"t -d.r:

’ e e o FORES L e
. N . B N ' . N
. . . . . A . . . P . R . ) .
' . - . N Lo N N . . .
: ’ . . ’ BRI RS . N . . . .
, . : N . . . '
oy ¢ a
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i UL Expenditures of PL 94- 142 Fuhds

An exam1nat1on of the Statement of Expend1ture§ﬁ_y Function by ObJect

form (Append1x A) Was made to determ1ne where PLY94~ 14& mq§1es Were be1ng;‘

spent Th1s 1nf6rmat1on was aggregated across school’ d1str1 ts for FY '78. _

FY '79. and FY '80. Each of the fo]low1ng tables show'thvee kinds of

?nformat1on. (1) the amount  of money spent on a function or\object each.

. . / N
year, (2) the percent this represents of the total amount spent each year,

and (3) the percent of increase in spending from one year to the next. The . |

‘'salaries and fringe benefits objects have been combined for the'purposes.of |

these Tables becouse-the expend1tures\were so closély related.

Table 1 shows expenditures by function for all schoo] distr1cts. Money

was. spent 1n‘thr;e of the s1X-poss1bJejf0nct1ons.,It 1s'apbaront that the

major1ty‘ of PL 94-142 monies have been increasingly spent for,Instruction.h" X

Lesser amounts were spent on Support Serv1cos and Non-programmed Charges.

~ Table 2;shows\expond1tores by object for all-school.d1str1cts, Most PL
94-142 monies were sbent on salaries and benefits to hive petsonnels.The
amount -of money used for Purchased Services increased each year, and

represented more than 16 percent of the omount spent in FY '78 and FY '80.

Amounts spent on Sopp11es and Materials as well as Capital Acquisitions

have been small each year. Monies shown in the Other Objects row represent
small expenditures on Supplies and Mater1a1s and Capital Acqu1s1t1ons that

have been co]]apsed Anto one object category.

" Tables -3 through 6 break down the expenditures of PL 94 142 money by<.

each' of the object categories. As shown 1n Table 2, monies were spent in

all foor object 'categonies. " Salaries and Fringe Benefits, Purchased

| | ) « 10
f1oures will a]réody .be built into the system oot should detect_future |
_ cases of sqpplant1ng. ) \ . ‘? v | L
» : S o o

Ny
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. e (. __ TABLE 1 . o
) s ‘ . ’\. ! ‘ : . o : 1 ¢ y
: PL 94-142 Expenditures by Function ' : ' ‘ - . -
o .« . _ g hggregated Across’ School Distrftts for FY '78, '79 and '80 |
'v | X . ) » ’ ‘ . ‘. . . \’; ”‘ . ) ”~ |
_ : : ' ‘ FY '78 'FY '79 & : FY '80 ' SN
y y . . . s ) % of _ . . v % of 4
o Amount % of ~———Amount %%;of Increase ount % of  Increase A
Function . Spent Total Spent Tatal , over.'78 “>Spent.- Total over ‘79 ;
' — — — - — |
Instruction f ' $10,712.30 - 61.81"- -$§‘4‘,616.53 79.99 312 - -$76“,099.60 65. 86 n
S : . . . o ' ' . .
~Support Services| 7 - *73,721.77 . 21.47 ,=.11,158.39  20.01 200 29,586.40 25.61 * 165
Non-programmed L o . o
Services ' N 2,897.82" ..16.72- - C ee- 000 9,860.00 8.53 ——
. . . ) r . . N 1 |
TOTAL ) ) $17,331.89 - : .$55,774.60 . 222 $115,546. 00 " - 107.
P ' . . oo ) . . : I' ‘ , ' w '
- . * - ' ' -~ s .
-
: S i S o
. 4 . -
N ’ S ' ' . Al x*
/ ‘ : ' ., ( v
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Object

S TABLE2 T e Y
L 4 [ RN ,

PL 94-142 Expenditures by Objectarﬁ | |
Aggregated Across Schoo] Districts for FY '78,) '79 and"SQ -

. '( ’ [
FY_'78 . FY 79 o

s
$of =

. ) NEG
Amount * % of Amount "% ot éccrease ~ -Amoun
Spent Total Spent / Total {78 | Spen

' .
Salaries (100)

Bepefits (200)

$14,274.20  82.36 $48,129.50  86. 29 - 237 \\\«$§3 101 oq ao 57

Purchased Services
(300) g

2,807.82  16.72 . 2,905.31 . 521  * wem -

S e e

Supplies and
Materials (400)

/

NN - %:“'”g/?ﬂ;:a:, E
o - 2,389. 85 4,28 I orc P T ’.;.‘_.‘:, ‘§ L A o

Capital
Acqu151t1ons (500)

R

——— ——— 2,350.00 4.22° ., - -'--~_.|_'f'i' Sorpdde L aee 4 e

\ - L e Ty “ T ) ¢ . 3 '
! ‘ S . o o
. FRSCIN s, a :’ - . .o *
. . R . -

Other Objects¥
(600)...

1590 88 .92 - ‘. . j".-'-n‘ . -n-n- 5‘;. ‘ §’484.00 “'* "\" 3. 02 l o b‘ -, R

i
H
i

*Other fs.compoéed of 400 and 500 where % fs under a specific gmbﬁnt,;_:g _;ngth B »

2T
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Services,. Supp11gs - and Materials, and. Capital Acqu1sjt1ons. In’all object

qcategor1esg mostv money was spent for the Instruct1on and Support-Serv1ces |

funqt1ons. No money was actually spent for 1tems in the Wther Objects RS
e category. o - |
| ﬁ Table 3 shows that when school distr1cts useq ﬁkn94r1421money§fon _
-sa]ar1esQ and benef1ts. they were using.it only for Instruction and Support

Serv1ces functions. ‘ | <y EEPEETR
‘3 ‘ ‘ ; ’ Table 4 suggests that when school dlstr1cts used PL 94-142 monez/fp
Purchased Services; they used.1t pr1mar11y for Nonprogrammed Sarv1ce and
Support ervice funct1ons
Table 5 1nd1cates that when school districts used PL 94-142 money 1n¢
the first two years, the money was used pr1mar11y for Instruct1on
Table 6 shows that school d1str1cts used small amounts of PL 94- 142
money for Capital Acqu1s1t1ons in two of the three years of fund1ng These
monies Wwere spent on Support Services in FY '79 and on Instruct1on 1n\¥Y |
e } ,
Tables 7 through 9 break down the expenditures of -PL 94-142 money by
each of the function categories. As shown in Table 1, monies were spent in |
three of the six functions: Instruction, - Support ‘Serv1ces.‘.and

[

Nonprogrammed Services. - . } ‘ .

1 d '
-, Table 7 1nd1cates that most of the PL 94-142 money that was spent on

Instruction was used for Salaries and Fr1nge Benef1ts.'Th1s 1nformat1on 1is

cons1stent with 1nformat10n shown in Table 3.

spent on Purchased Services, and SuppHes and Materms. In only one year

(was any of the money spent for Capita] Acquis1t1ons.
/ 14
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N TABLE 3 ey
; § | - ‘ 4 L
PL 94-142 Expenditures by Function for Object ot :
) - . . “‘Salaries, and jfringe Benefits A%gregated Across . 3
/. i Schoel D1str1cts for FY '78 F '79 and F\‘ ‘80" o e :
;L - - ;3;'78- Voo FY 79 | . "F?"'so'. a
) - _ ] . | | - : 7 N | N .“‘ .o ,
) | A © Amount % of ' Anounte - % of ’ . Amount - % of s’ -~
' . ¢ " +Spent Tota1 $ - Spent Total $ : . Spent’  Total $ ¢
SalaNes/ Salaries/  Salaries/' Salaries/ , % of Salaries/ Salarfes/ - ‘% of
Fringe Fringe  Fringe - _ Fringe Increase Fringe. Fringe Increase .
Function - Benefits  Benefits - Benefits  Benefits  over '78 Benefits Benefits t6\  over 279
4 — :. . ' ’
n : : — -1 = — 7 - l.1 0 R
Instruction $10,552.40 73.93 $42,549.50 88.41 o 305‘ $70,838.60  76.09 > 67 ‘ -
, - . . i i Y ‘
\ . o K " N - ' . . N . K -
- . Support. Services 3,72L.77 26,07 5,580. 00 11.59 .50 . 22,262.40™  23.91 299
L] . X * \~ ‘ | \ . .‘ v -
R o . . o . _ . ) .

. . hd P ~ ' N . .
’ 4 *
- . * N “‘ .k
1. . o ' ’ . ’ . [
[ . :
' AN " . . .
. . . - . . . . .
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\ S TABLE 4 S |
L _ RL 94-142 Ex}iend1 tuf‘es‘by thction ‘for'ObJ\ect o \
r .- P «  Purchased Services.Aggregated Across School ° _ . ~ * ’
_ Districts for FY '78, FY ™79 and FY '80-, ~ )
e A 51378"A1 L T F¥{79~ PR . " FY '80
’ % of | % of . ' 7% of BT
Amount- .. Total Amount . Total % of + Amount ‘Total %of- -
Spent Spent Spent Spent Increase . Spent © - Spent Increase - \
S Purchased Purchased Purchased - Purchaséd - Over - Purchased , Purchased ~  Over .
Function Services  Services - Services Services ~ FY '78 - Services  Services Fy '79
Instruction .- -, 45731 1874 --- . $2,811.00  14.80: 515
Support ' | e R
Services =" ae 2,448.00 84,26 - - 6,290.00 § 33.17 - 257 oot
Non~-programmed | | ' | ' . T
Services . | $2,897.82 ° . 100. - -—- - 9,860.00 - 52.00 — B
' ' R § ' |
) | |
| . )
* “\
- N ‘
[y ‘ A
¢ v : K}
5
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: SEREN %, TABLE5 I o
o, S o *_ 'PL 94-142 Expenditures by Ffiction for Object X L - a
FEES L. e " Supplies and Materials ¥ggregated Across s _—_—
. v, oy . S Sch001 Districts. for«FY '78, FY '79 and FY '80 - | | o
N R CF 48 oo, R - L o F'e0 o,
« = oa v, %of _ & of " - | Y %of ¢ \
' Amount - Total Amount -~  Total - % of ~ Amount Total. *+ % of .
Spent Spent. ‘ Spent Spent Increase “Spent  Spent Increase
. Supplies/ Supplies/ Supplies/ Supplie ~ “Over  Supplies/ Supplies/ . .Over
Function . Materials Materfals Materjals Materials FY '78 Materials: Materials FY '80
’ ' — RN NG F ‘ - s
~ Instruction . $ 159.88 100 $1,609.53 . | '67135 1007 -' $1,(100. 00 - 49.16 ' . 62*
. : , . . | ) | /s .
_ ©+  Support : . . - o A : PO .
o Services N T 780.32 32,65 “--' ° 1,034,00  50.84 33
v - - ‘ - \..‘\ ’ - | | - . g‘__" N P .
- * Indicates a decrease | 4' LT
’ “ o . ' \ . E '
- e . ' B 9
(17 . ) “ ‘.
9 RN e
' f ~ . . . v I . v
‘ - : e . 4 .
. .- . 48 o [
P | ; o ! o B L o 0\ v
2()- ! . * . ’ . . " o
o o - R6
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| 4 . ' PL 94-142 Expenditures hy Function for ObJect o " . T
. Capital Acquisitions Aggregated Across ‘ , T ,
) SchOo] Districts for FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80 S

S I N A . : P79 . . FYeo

r . _ : N : |
| . ‘o Capi tal 4 of Capital 3 of Capital % of\>
| o ;

Acquisitions . -Total: - Acqu1s1tions Total Acqujs1t1ons Tot RS

: — Y - — — S AT ”i E

e vlnstrucfjon 1 m—— == e . — $1,450.00 - - ,IQO,;'f;ftitf
A emuﬂZEb — S - e T

- Support ) e Lt ‘ . ‘
: ) Services . |~ - --- . *$2,350.00 ° 100 e -

T ) ’ . l/‘ ]




SRR CTABLE 7 o 1 :
: ., L 94-142 Ekpend1tures by Object for Function. \ ' ok
v Instruction Aggregated Across School Districts \ :
N . ~ for FY '78, FY '79 and FY '80
) | - | _ -/
B . FY'78 R . FY_'80
. . | | ) , —— - = o .
" L o % of et . gof . %of «%of L %of.
: Amount . Tgtal “Amownt ~ Total Increase'  Amount - Total - Increase
SR Spent . Spent Spent Spent Over Spent _ Spent ' Oger .
Function. Instruction Instruction Instruction Instruction FY '78 Instruction Instruction - FY 79
. ';w'Safihjes) - e | ‘ S e
@ Fringe g - S . : S ' _
Benefits $10,552.40~  98.51 $42,549.40 95.37, 303 . - $70,838.60 93.09 67
(100 & 200) | - | . L - . T y
Purchased | - S . B -
Services pee o mme L mmel -m- - 2,811.00° 3.69 -
0 S(300) | v oL T L L o " .
Supplies/ |, S S : R AT _
-M&t&?"'lﬂ] S o ’ - ) 1,618. 52 3. 61 ot N "‘""‘"" ) - -, -
4 wo) | - SR N
R - : e — v
Other 159.88 1149° . 457.31 1.02 « 18 * 2,450,00 = 3.22 . 436
\ . J | ' | 7N | l\ -
’ " " |
¢
2y ¢ B
, ) 3.0
o ‘ AT | 0 K
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. » Q. "TABLE 8 | .
o - PL 94-142 Expenditures by Object for Function
Support Services Aggregated Across School ¥
~ ~ Districts for F '78, '79, and '80 > ;
E K] | : ' ' 0 :
’ Y . ’ —— . e
. ' % of '”/f)' . % of : .- % of ,U_ﬁ
Amount Total Amount - . Total % of , Amount Total £of .
Spent Spent Spent Spent Increase Spent Spent . Increase o
g ~Support Support = Support  Support Over - Support Support  Over o
Object - . Services  Services  Services Servicey FY '78 Services ~ Services - FY.'79 © .7
\ ’ o ’ . — : : : .
@:
Salarieg/ , - :
Fringe ‘ - . o
Benefits - $3,721.77 100 $5,580.00. 50.01 - 500 $22,262:40
(100 & 200) ‘ S . Co o E
Purchased - \ . o
- Services’ - - - 2,448.00 21.94 ——— 6,290,00
(300) . 0 |
\ 7 l\ﬁ" . - ‘4 :;
Supplies and ' ‘B : ’ _ '
. Materials ——- —ne © 780,32 6.99. - 035,90
(400) . . . / e, B :
Capital C -
Aqu1sit1ons — - 2,350, 00 21.06 oy A e R I TR <
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Table 9 shows that aii PL 94-142 money spent on Nonprogrammed Services
was used for Purchased Services The amount of money spent on this function
1s reiativeiy smai] when‘compared to the total amount of PL 94-142 money.

.. While Tables 7-9. showed total amounts_ of money spent. on the
Instruction, Support Services, and NonProgrammed services functions, Tabies
10-12 break down these expenditures of PL 94-142 money by sub- functions

_Table 10 shows “that PL 94-142 money which was spent for Instruction .
was‘ ‘most often used for the Mbntaliy ‘Retarded (MR) and Learning
Disabiiities (LD) sub- functions No money was spent on‘ihe Physically
Hand{capped sub-function and only a:smaii amount was spent on the Gifted
" sub-function (Other). | a )
Table 11 shows that PL. 94-142 money which was spent for Support
~ Services was used primarily. in 6 of the 14 sub~functions Money was used
for pupil transportatioﬂ each year in increasingiy 1arger amounts. The
expenditures in FY '8B0 for . Other Schooﬂ Administration represents the
hiring of ‘a .5 FTE Special Education Director. In FY '80 monies were aiso
‘ used for Spé;:h.Pathoiogy and Audio as well as Psychoiogicai services.,

Table 12% shows that' all PL 94- 142 moneyospent on Non-Programmed
'charges was used for payments to other educational units. \\‘\ |

Table 13 shows tetal expénditures of 6L 42- 142 money for each
.subhfunction found in- Tabies 10-12. When comparing ‘the distribution of
'expenditures acrbss all sub-functions, 1ﬂt was apparent that most monies |
were being used for MR and LD subwfunctions. _

-

Relationship of PL 94-142 Expenditures to Specia1 Education Prog_ams

The questions that were raised in trying to clarify these pUrposes
Jocused on whether or not the PL 94~1Qg money has made,an impact\on

.hindicapped ~students. Are the number of services ‘to _students being
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\ . | TABLE 9 . ! | .
' . PL 94-142 Expenditurés by Object for Function
Non-Programmed Services Aggregated Across School ! . '
P " Districts for FY '78, '79, and '80. R | : ‘
\ FY '78 | FY '79 o FY e |
I . % of % of | T g
Amount ~ Total  Amount . - - Total - Amount ~ Total |
Spent _Spent ~ Spent Spent % of - Spent - Spent . % of _
Non- - Non- ~ Non- Non- Increase ~ Non- ~Non- . Increase
‘ Programmed Programmed Programmed Programmed -. Over - Programmed Programmed . Over
Function .~ Services  ServiceS. Services  Services  FY '78 '  Services.. Services FY '79
Salaries/ - , S SR A | '
Fringe . ' B : - : .
Benefits - - e w—v ——— ——— . ae=
(100 & 200) - - ‘. R |
‘ Pdrchased - - _ _, .
o Services $2,897.82 100 - - me $9%860. 00 1Q0
Y (300) ST -
Supplies and | - wo o | T ,
Materials T e - : _— 1L eee ——— - LT
| (400) ‘ ' - o ‘ . | -
.Capi tal : _
Aquisitions |  =~-- we- ——- e [ - L e -
(500) \ : o -
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| - TABLE 10 _ | .
. | '94~142 Expenditures by Sub-Function for Function | | ‘$~*
. Instruction Aggregated Across School Districts | :E;»x
y S for FY '78, FY '79 and FY '80 __ ' X | A
s N\ FY 79 ' - FY_'80 '
. "% of | gof ' %of % of % of
Amgunt” Total . Amount Total . Increase - Amount Total Increase
b Group Sphent - Spent " Spent  Spent - Over Spent ~ Spent » Over
o MR & LD Instruction Instruction Instruction’Instruction FY '78 Insfruction Instruction FY '79 .
. ¢ e a o S .
Mentally L g L ) | -
Retarded $3,945.88" 33184~ $31,394.10°  70.36 796  $39,620.50 52.06 26
| (1220) | : ’ O i B
| . . 1‘ . "‘.J"i, ’ .
Emotionally ' - S g | |
- Disturbed 2,366.74 22,09 1,346.64 3.02 57 8,117.00 10,67 503
(1240) - | o | | .
i : _ )
. Learning : _ S _
Disabled” | 4,399.66 41.07 11,875.60 26. 62 270 20,986, 00 27.58 77
. (1260)" ' . .
Other ] | o
- Special : - o A S
Prwrams imdnde "o i - o o 6’321.08 .‘ 8- 3.1 h.‘.“ o } ‘.\“-,‘i
(1250) | CRe ,u o
Other — —— e g e s 1,085.00 139 . eee 0
(1210)- - J .
. > — : "
. ‘ - BV
A L
1 * ‘- 7 ¢ /' " * L




. . ' TABLE 1 .y, g
X - PL 94—142 Expenditures by Sub-Function for Function
- . Support Services Aggregated Across School
e - Distr1cts for FY '78, '79, and '80 o o
) CFY '78 L FL'79 o ' . FY _'80 -
Cglef T gof S, %of L
< Amount . Total = Amount« - Total = ¥ of - Amount | Total ¥of -
Spent Spent - - Spent °  Spent Increase. ° Spent . Spent . Increase -
Support Support Support’  Sypport Over Support Support  Over '
. Services  Services  Services Sekvices - FY '78 Services  Services FY'79
Guidance : S * ‘ R - ) -
~ Services = - ©$ 723.12 6.48 . wa- e - -
-(2120) | o : ' o . o ;
Psychological | - - L N o Y R i
Services - mam T eme T aaa eee “me 3,450.00 11.66 -~ ==-
‘(21409 C oY | . S
Speech . : o ’ -
Pathol ogy \ | {
and Audio | , o o A 3 .
Services :939;30 . 25,2 . e-- - - -— 7,688.00 '25.98 s -
(2150) . . ' ” . . -« . N o “ - :
Improvement - - L , _ ' e
of Instruction| 2,382.47  64.01 B L - L Comem e m_—
(2210) : 4 . ' ' ' L ‘ | ‘
Other School Coo e T . - R
Administration| -« -—— - - . %= 6,669.00 . 22.54 - _
(2490)\\ - ' ' R ) L ' o .
- Pupil " ' e S
Trans rtation 400.00 - . - J0.78 - 10,378.00 93.01 159 , 10,995.40
(2550g° _ - L } e R S
Other e eme r i e Mg;'"'t.-a:",-_ 784,00




. o . e - TABLE ligifrﬁ o S  }ﬁ{e“

o P, 94-1482 ExXpendd tures by Sub-Function for Function ( v L e
S : . Non=Programmed Services Aggregated Across School o e
SN e Districts for FY '78;'79, and '80Y. e

o

S ———y
< b
-

e ‘ o et % 0f o ot 4 of | o 4 of
/e ~ v Amount © - e Tota) it Amount - Totalw ‘ Amount  ~ Total -~
: . _ . ... Spent. Spent .. Spent Spent = % of - Spent” - Spent © % of
B | . o tNone Non-"" i ;'Mon- - Nonm-  [Increase - Non-- . Non- Increase - ,
" Programmed “Programmed ‘Programmed Programmed = Over .Pgﬁramed. Programmed Over . "t
9 Services ' -Seryices . .. Services ' "~ Services ' FY . '78 - Se¥vices . Services’ FY '79 o
% .. Payments to | . A \ ' ' :
' ~ Other Educ. S - \ - . . - S
- ~ Units -~ ] $2,897.82 - © 100 e w0 7$9,860.00 - -\@0 -

* . [ N . _L . . , _ s . ]
B : b d " . 1,
o — T T " " » o v . o
. . . . .

. .0‘ i | vl . | B ,,.x L FY ""78, ) . ' ' . ‘l: ) | ‘ FY-|79 . . - N . ) FY .80 N ) '-,‘_lf“ ...‘ ' R

4
.

. . -
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TABLE 13 °

.- PL 94-142 Expend1tures by Sub~Funct10n - ' ‘:
% : Aggregated Across School Districts for FY '78, '79.and ‘so .
AR S R ‘ o R'80 |
- - - ! %0 - % of
Amount % ofz' Amount . % of  Increase  Amount . % of - Increase
| Spent Total . Spent " Total .over '78 . - Spent ' Total over '79
Mefitally Retarded (1220) "#1553945.38 22,77 $31;394,10..56.29  '896 $39,620,50 34,29 26 A\_‘
fnotionally Disturbed (1240) = |- 2,366.74 13.66 ' =-- N wee e G700 7.02 -
Learning Disabled (1260) . « | 4,399.66. 25.38 11,875.12 21.29 - 170 . ' 20,986.00 18, 16 7 ‘
Other Spec1a1\P(agrams ) - — - —— —— 6,321.08 s, 00 - .
(1290) | -
Psychological Serv1ces - “aim : - - ——- 3,450.00 -3.0 L N
’ (2140) . " ' ' P -
.Speech Pathdlogy and . ' . ) ' \g - .- .\ |
Audio Services 939,30 5.42 L e cow  ama 7,688.00 6.60 o---
(2150) ) ’ o .. . -
> - il
Improvement of Instruct1on 2,382.47 13.75 e - - -'e —-— LLF
) (2210) ‘ “ S .
Other School . Adm1n1strat1on ~—— -’ o mees - - 6,669.00_q5.72 -
(2490) . ' C» o Rl
» - - = — - . et :
Pug11 Transportat1on T =es ===V 10,378.00 . 18,61 = A-- 10,995.40 9.52 6
\ | ~; ' . . \‘ ) ) . . ‘ |
Payments to Othe Educ. Un1ts, 2,897.82 "16.72 . m-—- | i o 9,860.00 8,53 . wws
(4900) _ . \ o T ‘ .
" Other em T 2,126.96 3.81> b 7 1,600.00 1.59 14
. L K| o \ . . s -
TOTAL o $17,331.57 : $56,774,64 - $116,546. 00 -
. . . " ) 2 : - ) 0’ ' ’
R ) O : v \. - . .
.‘4;3 . T ‘ . \\) ‘ ¥ . ' (~
. S v Paives ' ' ‘
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increased? Are special education mjz?riais//being\ purchased? Are staff - -
' these\moqiési The primary concern

-

\\\ﬁpoi \ districts doiﬁ<\ with the funds in
' relationship to the speoi 1" educatfon program? S .

In’ order to deal with these concerns, the goais were fourfoid 1) to-
relate .PL 94-142 expenditures to the speciai education program, 2) to
identify patterns in'staffing, 3) to anaiyze the use of IEP's by the school"
' districts. and 4) sto examine jhe reiationship of the amount of PL 94-142 I/iﬁ\\\\
money a school district received and the degree to which thejr speciai

\

' education program was in compiiance. ' o T
| \ ' :

A number of sources were used in collecting the infbfmation needéd.

. The Statement of Expenditures by Function by Object form was useful in

relating the PL 94-142 expenditures to special education.programs. In order
to find 'the number of special education students: and staff.‘informatibn
. from the following docdments was . utilized; South Dakota Educationai
‘Statistics Digest (1974 to 1979). Categorized Exceptionaiities by Districts
(1974-75 to 1979-<80), and Speciai Education Faculties (1974 76 to 1979- 80)

Information collected from these sources was verified during an on-site
- visit to each participating school district, Coptes of seiecté& IEP's Were ‘ Cr
‘_coliected during: the on-site visit, Information concerning the degree to
which participating school distnicts: wer;‘in cemnliance with federai 1aw

was obtained -from the Office of Special Education. o R ‘r'

"|
o
Ve .
v L ~

Findings | ,

I. Reiationship of\Expenditures to Special Education Qrogram

In examining “the relationship between expectations and the service
needs.‘ an 1investigation ' was made of ‘how™ -PL 94-142 money was spent on |

speciaﬁ education programs._;This involved anaiyzing hoﬁ the expenditures
A T . ‘ ’Q )




- \ were eXPended on child identification (1. « o .

Pt within the six areas for which PL 94-142 monies‘can'belexpended.ﬁlhe

six areas include: “child ‘identification, confidentiality and due process

Y

procedures. ‘implementation of full services for handicapped children,

development and implementation of Individual Education Programs (IEP).
protection in evaluation procedures and parent involvement (See Appendix
B for the listing of general areas and activities)

‘Table 14 shows how each: school district expended PL 94-142 monies :»
during the first, second. and third years of funding. The six general areas

as well as specific activities within the area are identified. In. addition. :

the specific function and object under wWhich each activity would be

"classified on the Statement of Expenditures by Function by Object form is -
_ aPso  indicated. ‘Comments are made concerning the"ease of analysis on ease‘

of interpretation of data, Tables 15 - 18 highlight different information ]
from Table 14 o ? . A

In looking at\Table 15, it is evident that PL 94-142 monies weréaio;t
often used ' for the general area’ of implementation of full services for
handicapped children (3). School districts also used PL 94-142 monies for .
child identification (1) and for the development and implementation of

- Individual Education Programs (4). No school district used their PL 94- 142
. monies for the other three géneral areas: confidentiality and. due process
procedures protection-1n evaluation procedures. and parent involvement._'
'This - pattern of spending indicates.the priori:ies‘school districts have
placed.on specific areas for- spending 94-142 monies. . ,

Table 16 shows the,preak down- by activity for PL 94 142 monies that

Money ' which was used to identify children was spent most often in

purchasing testing and/or assessment materials (F) A large amount was also ‘

oL -
. : -
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> | ToLE- 1

£:$enditures of PL 94-142 Funds
<7 By“Area and Activity

District Expanditures of Title VI-B (PL 94-142) Funds

P

- LN T Pl )
. 1st Year N o 2nd Year . i R v ) . Ird Year ° K
General ' . : A Geners) - Specific o General \ Specific :
School Araas Activiw Object Function - Areas Activity Jact Function - .. Areas Activity Object 'Function
District No. _ Func, . No. Func. Lo . No. Func. . ‘
1 Child Id. Purchased’  Support 3 IFSIC : B ' 1 a.r. Purch. Serv/ - Non—woq. ' I
Watertown Sexvices Services Instruction - -Supp. & Mat. Services .
A Implemant. Salaries/ 1 Chid 1d. _ F. Non-Prog. =3 ! M Sal. & Ben. ; Instruction 4
' 3 of Full Serv. Benefits Instruction i Sarvices R I c,G, Salaries‘ Support v
for_Hand. Ch. % o .. Supp, & Mat. Services
Vermillion, IFSIE Salaries/ , . C.O.G Salaries/ ~ " Instruction/ 1 F&E 100 to 500 instrm:tﬁn/ v
B Benefits Instruction Benefits pport 3 " : Support
- L . . — 300, 400,8500__Services S I ° Services
HiThank © 3 IFSIC Purchased Non-Prog. M Salaries Instruction -3 \ B Purch. Serv, ,Mstruction/
-0 L Services Sorvices' e - S : 4 | H_ a pp. serv,
Lake Central 1 Child ld. Salartes Support Sery. . A Salarfes/ 1 ! E - Salaries o
"D K . Benefits Instruction 3 ' N L I . Instruction -
- ! hhalen - : - . e v 4 K ,_Bgﬂgﬂﬁ_—% . :
) . ‘
Spearfish 4 Dev. & Imp. . Suppltes/’ C 3 BorC Support 1 - G0, Salaries/ .  Support .
3 _of IEP's " Materials Instruction ) - Salaries Saryices 3 C,F@N  Benefits Services _
'Dnuulas‘ 3 IFSHC \Snlnries Instruction | E & F Purch, Serv. Instruction B | ' F.}\ Purch. Serv. Inst. & Supp. Serv.
- F ' N 3 J.H-l.ﬂ -Sal. & P.S.+CA Support Servjces 3 JM,D T SeB t‘MM “Inst. & Supp. Serv.
e : N M. C Supp. & Mat.  Support Serv. 4 N Supp. & Mat. Supp. Serv,
ron VA Dev, & Imp. “Salarias Instruction * 1 G - Purch. Serv. Support Berv, . : TS
G of IEP's~ : .3 'E gu;-chi gorv. Support Serv. ' N '
ﬂ‘ . e"d ' N

Instructton

v
(-4
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. TABLE %

Chﬂd Identiﬂcaﬁon-kelated Activities for
uhiqh PL 94-142 Monies _b_lere Expended
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T spent for district brochures or pamphlets describing special education -

| _programs. services. and eligibility criteria (E) In lesser amounts money

A

///’:> not. available in the local schdol district. lr.'
_ - Table 17 shows' the breakdown 4y activity for PL 94-142 monies that

. LR
Cow

was also exPended in several other activities including' new or’ cbntinued-'
screeningn efforts to identify potential handicapping conditions, including ;

screening children below school . age;* on-site consultation; inservice |

training and evaluation ‘and. dTignosis required by child study teams hut

were expended on the implementation of full” services for. handicapped

cpildren (3) MWithin this area the activity funded most often by the school

districts was ’ salaries of teachers for special education programs (M). A |

large portion of money spent in this.general area went_for the development;

~of new special education programs (B)..Money was -also expended\for'on-site_.
consultation, 'development of ‘pre-school programs,' ancillary' personnel'~

. visitation. district—designed research driver time and" mileage for daily.

transportation. modification of vehicles dhd other services.

. Table 18 shows the “breakdown “by - activity for, PL 94 142 monies that f
N were expended on the de‘Elopment and implementation of IEP's (4). Within .

. this’ general area, the; ctivity funded ‘most often was the purchase of

educational supplies and . curriculum related materials r the

Y implementation of IEP's for specific, children (C) Money’was also spent forn

one-to-one, aides to assist severely handicapped children, purchase of

educational equipment directly rélated to instructing severely handicapped,//

childrén. purchases of - direct therapy services, purchases of direct

psychological treatment/therapy. salaries of teachers for new programs and

other services.

.k
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-To"summarize. PL 94»142 tonies. were most often expended'for the

p1dent1f1cat1on. and the development and 1mp1ementat10n of IEPs. Money was
spec1f1cu11y-7used most often for testing mater1a1s and/or assessment -
matericls. salar1es of teachers for new spec1a1 educat1on programs,.,
district brochures descr1b1ng special. education programs , development of-'
new - special education programs, adﬁ”' educational supp]ies_ hnd"“
eﬂcurriculum-related materials'for the implementation of IEPs. o '
~I1. Patterns in Staffing |
The second phase of analyz1ng the relat1onsh1p between expend1tures
'and serv1ce needs was the analysis of student and staff1ng patterns over .
the last 6 years S | ‘ | ' |
" Table 19 shows the average number, of special educat1on'stuff-andi
students .for three'year periods before and after the'1mp1ementat1on“of-PL
'9& 1454\ The three ,year§ before 1mp1ementat1on were EYs '75, '76, and. '77
"and the three years after 1mplementat10n were’ FYs"78 ‘79. and l80
. "Percent.}of 1ncrease in staff and studentsﬂWas computed on ‘the before and

after data. The table a]so shows the student to staff ratio for the MR and
LD as well as Speech handiccpping"cond1tions. ‘Data for the MR and LD

vementation' of 'fu}1' servtces' for hand1capped children, ch11d,_ ) _;7"

hand1capp1ng conditions were collapsed 1nto one gategory because 1oca1 S

sch001 d1str1cts often had resource rooms w1th oné . teacher serv1ng both
groups of students | i' o R
The greateSt increase 1n staff were 1n categories of teacher aide and

special educntion directors. The average number of aides 1ncreased 93% and‘

" the average number of directors'increased B?%. MR and LD teachers as well | .

as Speech c11n1c1ans increased 37% and 46% respectdvely At the same time.

MR and LD students and Speech students 1ncreased 83% and 55% respective]yt |

. IR 4 .
\N . , R
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o o f// N ‘TABLE 19 A
A s 1 i ‘. - p .:%; . a Average Number of Spec1a1 Educat1oh ' S

: Staff and Students for 3 Yr. Periods
G ~ Before and After PL 94142 Impl?Nentat1on '

| | " )\-‘,' . -' : . . ” | . .. - . X ‘ . . : | ;’ | R . . ‘ . Do
e : e Average NO. of Staff . Bverage No. of Students .+ Student o L
C L | v *. Per Year - . Per Year Lo " Staff Ratio
‘ oy U S .
| ' o - : . l ’ ’ . % e ° s . % ; . ' %
o . Before After Increase - Before ~ After Increase - Before  After Increase
Director . | L.11 - 2:02 ? . -.S. P S
. | " | AN ‘ |
Psychologist 1.53 1.66 A | - ' ' - |
MR +LD | 2000 c2r.30 3 | 201 37 8 | 101 1341 3
Aides 483 9.31 93 cmms | emm femr | eme o mme eam
Speech ’ .| 6.65 ”9.73" .46 - | 410 .- 634 . 55° 61.7:1 65.2:1 6 .
other | - e e %0 w6 s | e e ==
. & Nof-Programmed -~ | -~ ‘i&‘ﬂ“' Ml | 38 - (5)x | (13)*i-' e -

30, 60.05 47 - 699 ' 991 42 20,5:1  19.8:1 3
o * eI . SR | . -
* Ind1cates a decrease p’ o . v '
o “Q, . . ) . i \
/ . . o § ’. .\ . . . SN A :
L Lt - - A Y B foe
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0vera11. ¥ | '47% increase was ,found in staff, and a. 42% increase was
fohnd ¥in students. . Thus.- the ”overall student to teacher ratfo remained
falrly constant. These figur' reflect: an increase in the 'number of specil o

' educat1on students who have been 1dantif1ed ‘and a concurrent 1ncrease

Individual Education Programs (IEP) were evaluated in order to\cuage

spec1a1 education staff to work with these students.
I11. Use of IEP's

the 1mpact of the public Taw on handicapped students. It was 'e1t by\
project - staff that ‘the adequacy of ahe IEP wou>d reflect not. on1y-the
- nature. of services bedng provided,: but would also gi_* some indication as _
- to the manner in which the IEP mandate was being meft. | |
| An evaluation check11st. developed previously; was utilized to gauge |
' the adequacy of. IEPs. This checklistAwas composed of 1tems adapted direct1y‘-
v from Public Law 94- 142 Section 121A.225. In this section, 1t was specified ‘
that flve pieces of information are to be’ﬁnc]uded in the 2EP document.
However.~ ‘'when these five specifications were broken down 1nto\s1ng]e
" elements. nine separate requirements were 1dent1f1ed 1no1ud+ng:

1.. A statement pertaining to the child's present level of educational
performance.

2. A statement of'annua1,goa1s.

w-

Short term instructional objectives. - L S

&

A 1ist of services to be provided.
, Extent of regu1ar class participation.

sProjected date of 1n1t1atdon.

Duration of services.

o ~N oy (3]

Objective criteria for evaluation. y _‘
9. A schedule for determining. at least annually, whether objectives R
- are being met.

L
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The‘ IEP evaluation checkiist. therefore. contained nine items. each
pertaining to a specific required aspect of the IEP (See Appendix A). Jhe
final wording of items was influenced by content and research emphasis. A
four poin\\\rating sca]e was established which included-the following
choices.‘ very complete, comg‘ete. incomplete; and very incomplete. The
rater responded by checking a box which corresponded to the desired rating.
The overall score of the IEP was then determined by multiplying the rating
.on each of the nine items by a quality score (very complete = 4, completeeu-,
3, incompiete = 2, and\uery incomp]ete = 1) and then summing the ninejitem
scores. R ‘ v | |

Becduse all of the sample school districts did not have a sufficient .
numb’g of students in each of the selected handicapping aALas only 61 of

70 FEPs * were collected. These documents were rated by the two principle‘

investigators. Results suggest that 60%, or 37 of the 61.1EPs, left one or .

more of the 9 areas on the document unaddressed. Thus these IEPs could not °
be considered -as being in “botal comp]iance with PL 94- 142 (See Table 20).
Of the 37 IEMs Jjudged as not in compliance. 54% were defective in more than:
one of the 9 areas (See Table 21). |

| As 'increasedrizarent invo]vement is another important aspect of the -
IEP, the documents were analyzed in. relation to parent’ 1nvolvement in the
IEP planning process as well as parent signatures on the document. Findings
suggest that 90% of the IEPs were signed by oarents‘end. in one case, the\
student. Howeuer. only 34% of the parents were actually involved in the IEP

e

planning process (See Table 22).
7 In order to 'determine if. in fact, IEPs were reflecting information
which ‘actually pertained to the handicepped_child.\attempts were made tod

‘link_ the material presented on the IEP document with information dbtained




rom psycho1ogica1 evaluations performed on the students. Diff1cu1t1es were - ,i»
encountered because only 12 of the possible 27 LD & MR students actua11y
had psycho1og1cal test data available. However. in 11 of these 12 cases,
the materials -on the 1EP dhd the psychological evaluation were in high

| agreement (See Table 53). ‘

;o - TABLE 20
AREAS IN WHICH IEP's WERE INADEQUATE

Number p
Inadequate . Inadequate .

<

1. Is there a statementypertaining
to the child's present level of

educational performance? ) . 6 16%
2. 1s there a statement of annual goals? N - 2 ." 3%
3. Are short term 1nstruct1oJa1 obJect1ves ‘ ) .» | ,. .
# stated? | 2 3%\
4. Are the services to be prov1ded listed? | 7‘ - 11%

5. Is there a statement concerning the
extent td#which the child will participate.

in the regular program? 18 o 29%
6. Is the projected date of initiation statéd? 13 - 21%
7. Is the anticipated duration of serv1ces | |
defined? . o 5 . 8% .
* 8. Are the objpct1ve cr1ter1a for evaluat1on ' B
‘ ‘ procedures stated? _ . , 26 - 42%

‘ 9. - Is there a schedule for determining, at . , -
! least annually, whether objectives are "
/ ' .being met? : '

ER\(]

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




{ ‘ \ . . Table 21 N ok /
, ‘ o - INADEQUACY OF IEPs BY AREA . | S
o ) . ; .
| 17 - '
| . 16 -~ . -
. | 15 .-
e 14 -~ |
13 - - B
12 -- o Iz
Bl
FREQUENCY' 9 - I ¢
8 - .. -
7 -
6 -~
HIN N |
. - ] N - v
- « 3-- "A\ . , .
2 - Al -
1-- W T
\ N ] o
| 7772 3 % "5 & T 8.9
. 2 . AREA
. o e  Table 22 ‘ "
\ . PARENT INVOLVEMENT WITH THE IEP.PROCESS
- - " Parents That  Parents
Signed by- . not - . attended not.
School - Parent Signed ' Total IEP Conf. . Attending Total
A5 2 7N 4 3 7 ‘
B 7 1 8. 0 8 8 |
" D 10 .0 10 1 _ 9 I 10 .
E 9 1 10 3 v 7 " 10
F -7 0. 7 6 - ' 1 7
G 10 0 .10 4 6 |10 :
TOTAL 55 TE TR O L i
ER\(f

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:




- provide the services which wére specified on the IEgs.

.1 ‘ , .
. - Table-23 |
~ . | | .
' Possible Actual Agreement Between
School Psychoiogicai Psychoiogical Difference IEP & Psychologicai
A 5 5 0 ~ YES
' B - 2 1 1  YES !
C 5 » 3 2 - YES
D 5 0 5 YES
%1 4 0 @ 4 . YES
._ 2 1 1 ' YES
8 G 4 '2 ] 2 - N0
27 2 15 .

%

In a final analysis of the IEPs, service needs on these documents were °

+  compared with .the manner‘in which PL 94 142 funds were being'spent. Since .

all of the services 1isted on the IEP's dealt with providing efther Speech,
therapy or speciai programs for LD and MR students. the service needs
{dentified all dealt with staff positions. When data from the Statement of
ExpendituresAJx Function1gy.0b1ect\forms were identified, 83.07% of all the

funding’ for the three years (FY '78, '79, and '80) was spent on adding
staff. Thus, 1t would"appear that PL 94-142 monies were being used to
!

. Compliance ‘ s L
Another of the programmatic factors that this study proposed to °

investigate was the relationship between the amount of PL 94-142 monies

received and the degree of compliance for-@ach school’ district. Howeve;, '

e g bl 14t i ot i

""according to DESE, a1l sampled school districts were in compiiance with PL_

94-142 regulations. Ihgrefore. the relationship between compliance and |
ambunt of PL 94~142 money received was not investiguted. ; T

. L]

v N ) . .
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_ | " GENERAL CONCLUSIONS | , o | |
, V., . S ’g‘ C \ N . ‘
. : B . ) ’." ‘ ¥l
financial ~ . | | - : -
1. Find1ngs 1nd1cate that each of - the seven school districts 1nvolved 1n |
th1s project have. in fact, received and spent PL 94-142 monies. 0ver
the FY '78 . through. '80 period, all of the ‘fhools combined rece1ved a.
total of $188 652.51 oo \ ' B N

\

2. A large proportion of PL 94 142 - mqnfes rece1ved were utilized 1n the
: area of salary and fringe benefits tu provide 1ncreased instruction.
- .0f this amount, a large percentage was spent on increasing serv1ces for
~ both Tearning d1sab1ed and mentally retarded students. Although a .. -
large increase in services was 1dent1f¥ed. attributing th1s 1ncrease o

only to PL 94- 142 funds 1s not warranted.
!

3, F1nd1ﬂbs suggest that supplanting was taking place in severalaof the ‘
school districts that part1c1pated tn the study One apparent cause -
.for this situation appears to be due 1in some degree to - .: .
' m1sunderstand1ngs on the part of schoo] d1str1cts. Personnel’ do not
Seem to° be thoroughly aware: of the concept of 'supplanting which
#  turn, leads to violation of the Pl 94-142 gu1de11nes. Materials

ava11ab1e to school personnel do not appear to be clearly presented, _

and, thus, a frame of reference is Tost. Because the sample school

g districts 1nv01Ved 1n"h1s study were among the largest in the state. v
; |
" they would be expected toxhuve more expertise in decling with PL 94r142,,‘ I
;‘ ‘ monies than would smaller d1str1ct35"and. fhus, encounter fewert ’ |

“difficulties. o - S ) ¢

: ! N - : ' r
- .
: 0 ‘ . ¢ }
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2.

: 1nd1v1duat who completed the document. School districts were unsure of.

. ._., \,\

\,

‘The least obJective evidehce-ex1sted for exbendituues in Supplies;\

Tnansportation. and Purchased Serv1ces. Therefore, 1t 1s in these .

object qotegories that supplanting may frequently occur.’

N%fwrWtm§MRMMJLHmMHMﬁiLJmﬂmJL%EﬂfWm

posed a problem to many schools., It provided 1ittle structure for the

y

~ what information was necessary; and.'thus, tended to provide 1nadequate-

information. - \ -

Most of the school-districts involved in this project felt that a

separate budgetary 1ine item should be estab11shed for the monitoring
of PL 94-142 funds.

Not all school d1str1cts-were spending PL 94-142 monies‘iu.theqsame

" year that they. were”ﬁeceived. Some districts spend the money after

they receive it, and others spend it before. ‘ 1 B
™

Since the 1mp1ementat1on of PL 94-142, there has been a substant1a1
. increase in staff for a]] schools 1nv01ved in the study. However, it
' was-difficult to determine what percentage of this 1ncrease was
actually due to PL 94-142 funds as opposed to ‘increases in local
special educat1on expend1tures. | \ ‘

N | , e
There has been.a considerable 1ncrease in the number of students :
served oince the 1mp1ementat1oh of PL 94-‘1.42. It appears that more |
students are, now. served than would have been had trends, which existed RW‘J
before PL 94-142, betn continued. However, it s sti1l difficult to.

-

measure the full 1mpact of the pub11c law.

N .




3.“Nh{3e staff and students served have 1ncreased in number, the student

to profess1ona1 ratio has remained qu1te constant at approx1mate1y one

staff to. twenty students. . R
A R Co

4..‘The 1angest gnow1ng”staff areas 1nc1uded;d1rectors of épee121 |
educat1on andfc1assroom afdes. Aides were apparent1y hired because :
1n1t1aj amoants of PL 94-142 monies were small and d1str1ct5’con1d-
increage senV1ce with only a smal] outlay. As spee1a1 education
staffs _and budgets grew.\qﬂrectors had to be fired to}adm1n1ster.the-

, /-
budgets and staff. A .

\5. In a11\1n§tances¢ Individual Education Programs wene found for.each '

student in the sample.

\
N \

6. The Indivi dua‘l 'Educat1en Programs that were wr1tt@' 1 n .the: seven

\ sample schoal districts were net uniform in quality. According to the
assessment instrument utilized, 60% of all IEPs evaluated did not -
;comply w1th.the federal'guide11nes'for IEPS‘(Sec. 121A.225). |

; 7. 90% of all IEPs examined were ‘.s1 gned by a 'pa"rent or, where
| appnopr1ate, the child. o ~ ,

L ]

" .

- v

8. Parental attendance at the IEP Conferencé was found in only 34%. of the

!

sample cases. ) . \ - _ !

o A,A
} - * o

9, ‘Service needs that were identified on‘%he7IEPs were often areas |

addressed on the. Statement of lxpend1tures by Function ngObjéEt ﬁ

forms.




10. There was a strong'posdt1ve re1at1onsh1p/tetween the types of serufces _'

g "1dent1f1ed on the psycholog1ca] evq1uat10ns for LD & MR students.and

the services purchised bn themwussmmmmm
'nh.ie.r.t.foms. - e )

11, Of 27 possib}e psycho1og1ca1\eva1uatioqf available for;tn-& MR ‘;t

~ students, only 12 were_peerrped and- available for'1nspect1on.\
S - ' ki '

' . . RECOMMENDATIONS ~

¥ 1. The guidelines utilized by local school districts to determine how PL /|
© % -94-142 funds can be spent. should be modified in a manner such that

they are more understandable and se]f explanatory. DESE should

deVe]op a workshop which. cou]d be presented to adm1n1strat1on and

4-142

~—

bus1ness managers in the state.of South Dakota who deqﬂ w1th PL

/ ~ monfes. : ) . | | LY

\ 2;.‘It is recommended that the 4th page of the

hx_fnnggign,hx_gpigg;,form be modified to provide ore structure for.

the 1nd1v1dua1 who completes it. Better contro},of PL 945142 spending | :

‘ . ' ' - I I

| by Tocal school distrigts could be enhanced ;2/% detailed list of | .

exuend1tures. A suggested'rep1acement page

| & included which would .
prov1de more structure and elso assist DESE staff to more closely _\
monitor the spending patterns of sch001 d1str1cts (See Figure A). | \

S - 'Jhe 11st1ng of - Spec1f1c expend1tures should enable the state to

i ' - determ1ne the acceptability of the expend1tures wh11e a compar1son of .

S B L data could<help determ1ne 1f supplant1ng was taking p1ace. ,

] Y "'OYmpar1sons could be made of the pr1or year's percentuge of PL 94-142

f o *\ ' funded sa]ary and fr1nge benef1ts to total salary and benef1ts to the
x
f

" N ‘ .
N ‘\ L \‘ ‘\ " B
\ i \
| . . . \ \ \ X ,
N\ . [} N *

“q
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1.

Bhx

;Figure A /

W

Suggested Page 4 of Statement of Expenditures
. by Function by Object |

Sa]ifies and | \\¥.. f ~ Prior Year'94-142
PositTon Title

~

Prior Year'Total

Current 94- 142 Current Total

~Fringe Benefits _Funding Salary Funding, ' Salary
& Ly /
Subtotal §_ -
. — 8
Capital Expenditures Description , CLost
. \ B : : X $. .
R o A
» ,Y. r 4 | . \
; N - g\\ Subtotal $
, Prior Year 94- 142 - Prior Year Total Current 94-142 Current .Total
Other __Expenditures SPED Expenditure = __ Expanditure =~ _SPED Budget
upplies . ’ » ' ,
Transportation | ‘
Evaluations 4 . - ) .
Tuition . ‘ T,-
. - \.\ » S A\
. Ai ‘ s
: ‘ Subtotal $
1 Total Expenditures
2 . (Add Subtqtals of .
J v . I, II 1)
.64 |




current year s percentage to assure that the port1on funded is not a

fgreater percentage than that of the pr1or year, .By subract1ng prior .

PL 94»142 amoun%gakrom total spec1a1 educat1on expenditures ‘for each

, object. a base amount that the d1str1ct wou1d be obligated to spend

before. any new PL 94-142 funds can be app11ed can be’ generated The e
11sting of speeific expenditures and the compar1son of key f1gures

-should a1d in both local and state control.

It 1is recommended that a separate funct1on be made for PL 94-142-
monies on the Statement of Expenditures by Function by Obisct. form.

This would enable'schools;and interested outside parties to more

" readily fdentify specific expenditures made with. PL 94~142 funds. The
specific identification of these expenditures would lead to better

control.

DESE 1s'encouraged to continue providing workshops- pertaining to'the_ :
wr1t1ng of the IEP document. However, it -is recommended tffat emphasis
be placed on the u£j11zat1on of the state IEP form and the importance
of prov1d1ng"a11'1nformat1on nece$sary on this form. Individuals

appear td be careless while complet1ng the form wh1ch 1n turn. causes -

the IEP to be out of comp11ance w1th federal regulations

4

. _Schoo] districts should be encouraged to make greater eﬁforte‘to

1nvolve parents dn tne,lEP deueldpment process.
. ¢

Less than 50% of those students who could have had psycho1og1ca1 ;'

‘evaluat1ons actually had them. ~S1nce it appears that the
"psycho1ogical data was ut11ized in the writing of IEPs, it 15

recommended that LD and MR gtudents he evaluated by a psycho]og1st to
assist in obtaining data. . - R
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7. Th1s study should serve as F pilot study: of procedures. Def1n1t1ve -
statements concern1ng the 1ppact of PL 94 142 spend1ng on spec1a1 :
educat1on programs cannot b& made , although valuable 1nformat1on was R

collected and- conclus1ons m#de. Further 1nvest1gat10ns should be made

An onner to develop a fotma‘ tracking system f1nanc1a1 and

programmat1c aspects of ahl spec1a1 educat1on programs in South Dakota.
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APPENDIX A

~ DATA COLLECTION SHEET
- FINANCIAL TRACKING SYSTEM INTERVIEW SCHEDULE . | B ‘
STATEMENT OF EXPENDITURES BY- FUNCTION BY OBJECT - e 1
¢ " IEP EVALUATION CHECKLIST - o S




. SPED

* DATA COLLECTION SHEET
Wl L

._ & (School DIstrict)

oo
o b
i

!

1974-75 | 1975-76 | 1976-77 | 1977-78

SPED Staff: - .
Director - : ) .

~ School ‘Psych, | . ‘ '
MR -

S

1978-79.

1979-80,

~ ’ ’ g

\

94-142
Revenue: -

. Expenditures

" District

: ¥ ¢ L A ; l . a
R LD 1 . ‘ o . N . '\._;.‘ . 'I ‘i“

. Alde | S

Total Staff -1 ' .

; N S . !

“SPED studentsi-| - 3 T ;
MR . _'k, L
LD | . t X ,7, . b "
Other ‘ : ' ) 3 )\. _ ;

No Prog., etc, .- ‘

Total # Jtudents | o : o e

Trances: N R O -
Other Federa1"

. State & Local S
Total SPED Rev. , '
Total Dist. Rev, \ e

. / ) l' ,

\ .
i
/ . [} .
. A .
o ' a4
R .
. ‘f\} .
\ FA
A
N
e
AV
\ 8
) :\ :
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g ’ | - 49
{ : ° a .
| : ‘ | Y . o IE-_ . . ! .'
, ) S FINANCIAL .TRACKING SYSTEM ¢ - L e
o s INTERVIEN scusouLe,°‘_; | L E .

1. Who 1s responsible for. the budgeting of PL 94- 142 E:y Y S
2. When is the budget prepared?.. -~ LT
3

. Is the money received budgeted for and spent in the sarré f1sca1 year or -
in the foHowing fiscal gear? - = iy J ,

. .l

4, Are the repdrts difficult to completey o [

u 5 o . . . . L. h_' . "-..

-5, Do you have any suggest1ons regarding theSe forms ?

.6, MWould establdsh1ng*a separate 11ne Ltem. for PL 94-142 }uhds‘béd'
\feas1b1e? N | o
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o

l. Ver Complete 3.
Conglete b 4,

Is thore a statemont“per-a

ta1n1ng to t?e child's
-present level of educational

ﬂperformance?

Is thene‘e'statenent of annual
-goals?

Are short'term {nstructional
objectives stated?

" Are the services to be provided
. Hsted? " |

. Is there a statement concerning

the extent to which the child
will participate 1n the regular
program?

' 'Is the projected date of 1n1tia~
tion stated?

Is the anticipated duration of
services defined?

Are the obJective criteria for:
“evaluation procedures stated?

Is there a schedule for deter-
mining, at least. annually,
whegher objectives are being
met . :

IEP EVAULATION CEckLIST .

Incomplete'
Very Incomplete

:\.234-
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Multi-Diserice | '
Title VI-B (P.1. 94~142)

Ceamea s e e

Y. . | - ,
Schopl

funds recelved
School Year. in which. Punds

. . Were or Are g0 be Expended
_ﬂ_Appllcntionfﬂv;ﬂﬁaport ' ‘

N

Function N\

‘1000 Instruction
1210 Gifted T
1220 Mentally Retarded .
: 1230 Physically Handicapped
124 Emotionally Disturbed °
126 Learning Disabilitiee
1290 Other Special Programs °
Total Iftetruction
2000 Support Service
2110*  Attendance and Sogial
‘ Bérvicen
2120 CGuidance Servjce
2130  Mealth Service ‘
Y2140 Paychological Service
2150. Speech Pathology and
roo : © Audio Service
vlf/ 2210 Improvement of lustruction
0 ’ © 2220 Fducational Media ’
, 2410 Office of the Princlpal '
L 2490 “'Othet School Administratiop
. 2320, . Fiscal Service
- 2540 Opdration and Maintenance
2550°  Pupil Transportation
m Contracted Bus Servica
I Mileage Paid Parents
1M Board’ and, Room Paid
Parenty )
, 119 Other Transportation:
V2590 Other Support Service .
260 Plapning, Repearch bevalop
) , 4nd.Fvaluation |, N
c ,
o
1o .,

TITLE VI-B (P.L.. 94-142) FUNDS - FY'80 °
SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND

STATEMENT OF EXPENDITURES. BY FUNCTION BY OBJECT "
0 . Al \
300 * 400 500 00 . _
100 200 +Purchased Supplies and Capital Other Total For
Salaries Benefita Services Matorials . A%piaitions Objects Function
- : | \ »
$ ' R $ 8 $
— 7 -
L { ¥ - _— e — et
— .
$__ N ’ $ $ $ S $
- g
$ S _J ' $ $ $ N $
e /1 —— .
R _vl A “ - e R et
Vo - !/' b — - M — §. — ——
SRR S S S e ".,lw .
M e e
T -———————’—-»———-.[- . ————— ke - — . JPOUUEIPN SRy [ Ve e et e e e e s
— iy - S
! /
| *
» : \ C .
» ’
. . - Y ‘ |
. ‘ .
BEST COPY AVAILABLE B
. ‘ . | ‘\" 77:3
‘ . ' ,.
L]
. . _ _ o N & -
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mm‘pp‘

+
FPunction

2640 Staff Sexvice
2660  Data Proceffjing

2690 Other Supporting Service =»

Central
2900 Other:Supporting Service

Total Support Service

3000 Conhunlty Service’

3900  Otlier Community Service

Total Community Service

4000 Nonprogramped Charges
4100 Payments go Other Govern-

ment Ufits - Within
10 Multi-district contract
331 Bus Service b
370 Tuition

4200 Payments to Other Goverm-
' ment Units - Outeida

13’ Bus Service
370 Tuition
4900 Payments to Other Educa-~
tional Unite :
332 Mileage Paid to Parente
333 Bodrd and Room Paid to
Parents. '

.

, 310 Tuition

390 Other Purchased Services

Total Nonprogrammed Charges

5000 Debt Service

h

!

TITLE VI-B (P.1. 94-142) FUNDS - FY'80

: © SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND . ‘
STAIEHMNT OF EXPENDITURES BY PUNCTTON BY OBJECT
(continued) ¢
. _/,/ |
- ' 300 400 : 500 600
100 200 "Purchased - Supplies and Capital Othex Total For
Salaxies Benefitse Services . _Materiale Aquigitions Objects . Function
N W S $ $ $
$ % $ . $ . $
5. $ $ ‘ $__ S M
$ 9 $ $ $ 3
T ;
. \ ;
[
.8 L8 $ $ $ E
'7‘ —
. . N i ;
)
T — < ,‘1 —_—
ot T : .H
$. — D ) $ $ $ f
‘ . $
$ .‘ﬁ"\i -’ % ” v?, T
'f(—r‘ .. '
) ’ ] .' : I LA
) Y , “' , ."b
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TITLE VI-B (P.L. 94-142) FUNDS - FY'RO : ' . . : '
SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND . ) d g
STAIMNT OF EXPENDITURES BY FUNCTION BY OBJECT o - \ . o
' - ' (continued) . o L
, ‘ 0 . 40 500 600 : S
! 4 : 100 : 200 Purchaged Suppliew and Capitel Other Total For "
Runction S Salaries Benefits Services Hlt%j.ll‘ Aquisitions . Objects Function, ' %
6000 Cocurricular Activities . : " ' - ' q
6100 . Male Cocuxricular ) : ' ! ’ : . '
. Activities $ - NI _ ¥ . . ¥ PR - o c
6200  Female Cocurricular . i v . ’ _— s
Activities 4 ' ' ’ : . : : — :
. . 6550  .Bus Transportation _ . " : ' : .
6900  Combined Cocurricular : : ' ' : . '
- . ¥ Activities - - 7¢' v — -
Total Cocurricular Activities §_ 5. $ $ $ /.. —— $ $, \.
. : " [ g . N .
L]
, ) ‘ : » R .8 $
TOTAL ALL FUNCTIONS . $ $ - - $ — — $==J . e e Y
-~ - X Y. i N .
. . . j . - . .o ;l;
. |
. ’
\ © - v
¢ N, ’
: . " -~..__,') : )
* \ s . ’ y
. . . s ! '
0 . q
| oy AVNLABL X |
( i ‘- ) ) - . o
» A ' ] .
L) . * ¥ &
. ‘ . ' s e . , I . : .
' ‘ . . . . . : 7 7 .
76 - | | o R
. ’ . ' ) \ M . 'y ;
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S TITLE VI-B (P.L. 94=142) FUNDS - FY'80
: " SPECIAL EDUCATION FUND . o
STA’I‘EMENT OF EXPENDITURES' BY FUNCTION~BY -OBJECT § . e
, (If the funds were utilized for salartes. please . )
l1st the polition or name. ) 7
GENERAL AREA . N ) . SPECIFIC ACTIVITIES “ s
.
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.
" GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS - '
‘for completing the
\ STATEMENT oF EXPENDITURES BY FUNCTION BY ORJECT

.

Districtlexpenditure of FY'80 Title VI-B (P.L. 94- 142) funds must be
related to one pf six general areas: (See attachment for specific activitiesp)
. Child I¢entification"

. Confidentiality and Due Process Procedures

. Implementation of Full Seryices for Handicapped Children

. Development and Implementation of Individual Education Programs (IEP)
. Protection in Evaluation ‘Procedures

. Parent Involvement h

=, B - SR R

Pages 1, 2 and 3:

v

Please show by function where you expended or plan to expend the Title'VI-B .

(P.L. 94~ 142) funi//y’h\received ‘ ; !

: Page 4:

Please show from what general area and specific activity FY'80 Title VI-B
(P.L. 94-142) funds were or will be expended. This. should be takén from
the attached list.-of General Areas”and Specific Allowable Excess Costs.

»

If the funds will be or were utilized to.pay salaries, please list the .
position or name of staff»that were paid '




'Y - e h*"‘ R L . . e

GENERAL AREAS .

(Refer. to-by. number on Page 4 S
of Stat of itures

by Function by Object)

.

1. Child Identification ° al

SPECIFIC ALLOWABLE EXCEM
“(Refor to by letter on P
of Uxpendityr

R 7 A

. . “
N

COSTS
e 4 of \l\tanunl
op by Object) .

“Fuac

A..

t I
1s to conduct R
mpa Ln for »

Media and publicity wfater

screening practiceq

"~ Due Process Procedures

o

' local community\gwareness
locating unserved handicapped children. :
B. New or continued /screening efforts to iden- .
" . , tify potential handicapping copditions, .o
’ N including screening of chlldrengbelow gchool
R v age . vy ’
. C. On- siE!hconsultaYion
" and recommended instruments. i
D. Inservice trafning' awareness of hahdlcapping
' ) conditions, = Y
- ' E.. Dlstrict brochure or pamphlet doqcribing . \
- special education programs, se;yices,,and '
ba eligibility eriteria. vy :
) F. Purchase of testing and/or asqeésment materials.
, ’ G. Evaluation and diagnosis required by Child
© Study Team decision but not availlable in
district. v
. H. Other (specify on page 4 of Statement of
‘Expenditures by Function Qy_lgigct)
N ‘* . - i — [ . v‘ . #‘g e R
2. Confidentiality and . / ’ A. On-site consultation: existing dlstfigt due

process forms and record-keeping procedutes,s o

pagpnt communication procedures, -bilingual
trdnslations of district forms,' and hearing

" procedures.

Interpreters for hearing impaired parents;
translators for non-English speaking parents. ¢
"Other (specify on page 4 of Stgtement of
Expenditures by Function by Objegt)

2

(g 2N Implementat&on of Fu{i Services -
- for Handicapped Children

R | ’
a" ’ "
’ '
. " A
[
[}
. ' v\ ‘
(3 A
! . / s s
) t ‘v"\ . k‘
‘ ’ ) Con
’ &

“A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

Fa

G.

related .to special education.., : '

) -

0n~s*ﬂe consultation: assessment of dlstrict

- needg in reaching a full service status,

Devel3Ment of new special education programs.
Development of district programs for preschool -
age handicdpped children (includinyg, teacher salary)
Agcillary personnel 'visitations to other’
district or.agency programs. ) -
Non-ancillary supervision of work placemenQe
_for secéndary handlcgpped students: | -
District~ gned research of releVance to *
special education. '

Course work regiptrat on «osts for ancillary
personnel who partL(I ate In professional
1nservice or college/university classes:




. '.~...' 7 » ' . > * ' .o o ) _. . . 58 ? v
[] : . . . : . \ ’ :
" ACTIVITIES FOR WHICH TITLE VI-B (P.L. 194-142) by 80FUNDS MAY BE EXPENDED ‘ o ) “?
GENERAL AREAS | © SPECIFIC ALLOWABLE EXCESS CQSTS )
(Refer to by number on Page 4 . (Refer to by letter on Page 4 S
’ of Statement of Expenditures : of Statement of Pﬂbenditures ) " t
by Function by Object) _ L by Function by Object) BN S
| 3. ‘im 1emehtation‘of Full ‘Services H: Adapted .district pfdcednres and equipment
/ffg Handicapped Children (cont'd) to teach driver education to secondary
B | - . handicapped students. ‘
’ ' . L. Bus 'aildea on district vehicles tranfpporting-
v _ ' ' . - ' handicapped studenﬂs. b

J. Driver*time and mileage to provide daily
, - . . transportation for one or more severely ) B
. ‘handicapped children. @ oo
‘ N C K. Training of district personnel reapOnsible
' ' for tnansporting,severely handicapped
-« ‘children.
PR Modificatioh of new or existing district
NN y vehicles (1ifts,'restra1nta, safety devices)
‘ ' e o used to transport severely handicapped.
‘ _ a M. Salarigs of teachers for new programs.
' ' N. Other (specify on page 4 of Statement of

Expenditures By Function by ObJect)

L4

. 7

4. Developmed% and Implementation A. One-to-one aide or teacher to provide assistance
of Individual Education Programs | for a severely handicapped child.
' On-site consultation: development of TEPs.
. _ C. Purchase of edugational supplies and
- o C i : curriculum-related materials for the imp1e~
' ' mentation of individual programs for specific
children.
N : . 3 : D. Pyrchase of: educational -equipment directly
K related to the instruction of severely
, oo *** .handicapped children (Braille machines,
\ , . X group amplification equipment, etc.)
- " - E. Ingervice training: IEP development and
implementation. .
, - F. On-stteé consultation: evaluations angd py
e . " . scriptions for thevapy for severely invo ved
children in ‘the areas of physfical, occupa-
MY o ) tionaly speech, or recreatipnal thérapy: °
s G. Purchase of direct therapy services (physical,
. occupational, speech or recreational therapy)’
“ . . .,whigh are not avallable through district
S N : personnel. ™
. ' o ' H. Purchase of diregt paychologt(al or psychiatric
Lo : " . therapy/treatment which is not available in
N T ~ ‘ ‘ district. R
: E o I. Purchase of specinlized ®hysical education
. ’ : . or ‘motor development .équipment to carry out
_ \ : , proscrihez activitiea, or to permit adapted
. . physical &ducation for handicapped 'students.
' . H "J. Mobility train&ng for visually handlcabped.
L Kw Salaries of teachers for new programs L

4
=

v
~




" GENERAL AREAS -

(Refer to by number on Page 4

SPECIFIC ALLOWABLE. EXCESS cosfs‘ Co
(kﬁﬁag kg by 1em§er on Page 4 Lo :

4.

of I*ndividt‘al Education P.rograms'

(cont'd)

\ - . . -
N J . . -

of Statement of Expenditures. ' ftatament of Expenditures , ‘ e i
by, Function by Object) b?"u %30“ by ObJe(L) i e
Development and *Implementation L. Total f wmnual commurkication instruction f°f I

parents, teachers and ers .of hearing 1mpaired.
M. On-site consultation: teqhniqueé of’ training
basic feeding and: ‘hyglene to severel? 1nvolv¢d
N, 'D“Her*(specifg on Page & of’ Statem&nt of '

' Expenditurqg

Y Functiop by Object) | ‘ ‘

Protection in. Evaluation
Procedgles )

.\* - ’ ’ . ' ’ at

i

A}

o 4 . X A
- il M iR
v, - .

‘ A. Translation of district due\process forma
‘Into languages other than Engliwh s
?B. On-site consultation; psythological testing:
and assessment materials and méthods for

I,. .
S

non-English speaking ch}ldren

- C. Inservice: -comprehensive revaliation. procedures

D. Other (specify on Page 4 of Stasement of T
Expenditurga by Function by Objdet). . ; ey

Parent Involvement

A. Formation and operation of district special
education advisory council _

Informal parent group meetings at eithed
building or district levels. \ .
Speakers or.resource persons to make presen—"

' tations to parent groups and condugt training :
© D. Other (specify on Page 4 of State?ﬁnt of -~
_ Expenditures by Function by Object). ° . y

.

C.

n

4




